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Lee and Becci got married 


Christopher Spivey — 24 June 2014 


Do you remember the Woolwich hoax/Lee Rigby fraud article I wrote last week in which I accused 
Lee McClure AKA lee rigby and Rebecca Metcalfe AKA becci rigby of having a staged wedding? 


Not that it matters if you don’t, because you can read it by clicking HERE 


Never the less, in a nutshell what I basically said was that lee and becci rigby’s wedding photo’s 
were all photoshopped and staged fakes, with no credible evidence to suggest that the *aherm, 
aherm* couple ever got married. 

Of course, this article sparked outrage, — as the ugly truth tends to do in these times of universal 
deceit. 


It also sent MI5 into overdrive. 


Indeed it is fair to say that the security services are all over me and my team like a rash at this point 
in time. 


However, I have a major article coming out very shortly that addresses the men in G-strings, along 
with other moronic imbeciles, trolls and other matters related to the Woolwich fraud. 


So for now, lets get back to the rigby’s sham wedding. 
And well wouldn’t you just know it? 


A little over a week after publishing that article exposing the hoax marriage, up pops proof of the 
wedding taking place to prove me wrong right. 


Yep, the most obscure newspaper in the world, the LNYV (Leeds News Yorkshire Voice) which is 
published on a wordpress site did what none of the national and local newspapers were able to do 
on the 24th of May 2013 — two days after rigbys *yawn* murder — by publishing a copy of lee and 
becci’s marriage certificate. 


Course, I have spent over a year trawling the internet for information relating to the Woolwich fraud 


and then a week after I finally start releasing my findings, this obscure news website rears its ugly 
head. 


Never the less, you have to question why the LNYV would add a photo of the marriage certificate 
just two days after rigby was murdered. 
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I mean, fuck me, I wasn’t even questioning the wedding at that stage and I am not altogether even 
sure that the available photoshopped fake wedding photos had been released by the 24th of May 
2013. 


In fact the more I think about it the more I become certain that they hadn’t. 


So why the fuck would LNYV include in their news report a photo that the MSM would have paid 
handsomely for a month or two further down the line? 


Course, all of this made me suspicious and as such I looked to see who had written this fantastic 
world exclusive scoop. 


And wouldn’t you just know it! 


It was written by errrr... Fuck knows. The article is credited to Leeds Northern Reporters... Funny 
name for such a fantastic journalist. 


So, let us have a look at this remarkable find? 


However, before I go any further I should tell you that this is a big photo (3264 x 1710) best viewed 
on a large screen. 


Now, the first thing that I noticed was the peculiar way in which this massive photo has been taken. 


I mean by taking the photo at this angle, not only does it make it harder to read, but it also cuts off 
the most important detail of the wedding certificate — as you will find out shortly. 


Mind you, for some very fucking strange reason a lump has actually been CUT OFF the bottom of 
the certificate... Quite why that is, is anyone’s guess. 


Course, having now said that I bet I could put forward a guess that is nigh on 100 percent correct. 
Never the less, this is without a doubt a forged certificate. 
I mean, you can still quite clearly see the original information that the men in G-strings have tried to 


remove from the certificate — that is to say as long as you are viewing it on anything other than a 
phone or notepad. 


And I would imagine that is the reason that it is photographed at such a peculiar angle, so as you 
cannot see the certificate’s serial number. 


After all, if that serial number was on view it would then be a piece of piss to check that number at 


the records office which I would then wager would reveal a very different set of personal details 
altogether. 


“which I would then wager would reveal a very different 
set of personal details” 


Fuck of witcha, ya mad bastards! 
Hmmm... No doubt that one went over many readers heads. 


Furthermore, had the certificate been authentic it would have been at least 7 years old when it was 
filled in since the date entry begins with a printed 19 instead of a printed 20. 


Never the less, in order to try and hide the fact that this is a re-used certificate with the serial 
number missing, the men in G-strings have done what they always do when they are trying to ‘blag 
it on a wing and a prayer’... They have included some contentious details. 
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For instance, under the fathers name section, the forger has started to write Philip McClure’s name 
and then crossed it out — adding Agent Ian Rigby’s name instead. 


Course, as you know or as you should know if you have been paying attention, Ian isn’t lee’s dad 
and indeed by adding him as such he has broken the law. 


Unless of course the men in G-strings are now going to provide an adoption certificate, in which 
case I will take that to pieces too and at the same time question why Ian didn’t adopt lee’s younger 
sisters. 

And in any case, lee was getting on very well with his real dad Phil McClure in 2007: 

“T’d just got in from work at 5am when my wife told me what had happened. He was my only child. 
My heart was broken. We were estranged because of a messy divorce but he came back into my life 
when he was about 13 or 14 and we were close. 

“Lee was a big Manchester United fan and back then I used to drive United fans to away games so 
he used to come with me. He wanted to get up to the stuff the older fans did, like all lads, but he 


was too young. 


“They were good days, we had a lot of fun. We quite often went to the pub when he was up here, we 
were good friends. It’s hard to think we can’t do that any more. 


“T was proud when he joined the Army. It was what he’d always wanted to do. Source 
Good enough for you? 
It is good enough for me that is for sure. 


In fact there are that many mistakes on the certificate you have to wonder why the wholly corrupt 
vicar Guy Jamieson didn’t start afresh. 


After all, many couples like to frame their marriage certificates and have them on display. 
Yet you couldn’t do so with the shoddy, slapdash way that this certificate has been filled out. 
And remember, it isn’t the bride and broom who fill these certificates in. 

Indeed, I am fucked if I would pay for such a sloppy piece of work. 


Never the less, below is what a properly filled out marriage certificate looks like and is 
photographed in such a way as to allow the reader full access to it. 


I have however censored some of the content. 
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Course, had the LNYV presented the photo of the certificate like this, then they would have been 
halfway to proving that the marriage actually took place. 


Although quite when it supposedly took place is another matter altogether. 


I mean, the marriage certificate says that the big day was September the 8th 2007, whereas the 
Halifax Courier which carried an announcement of the wedding back in 2007 tells us that the 
wedding took place in October: 


A soldier brutally cut down by Islamic militants has been named as Lee Rigby who married 
Southowram girl Rebecca Metcalfe. 


They tied the knot at St Anne’s Church, Southowram, in October 2007. Source 
The Telegraph Newspaper also has the wedding down as taking place in October. 


And I should also point out that just because the Halifax Courier carried an announcement about the 
wedding which supposedly dated back to 2007, it doesn’t automatically follow that the 
announcement is genuine. 


I mean I know that the imbeciles at MI5 are incompetent, but arranging that should have been a 
piece of piss for them. 


Then again, you would have thought that the clowns on the embankment would have certainly been 
able to do better than their marriage certificate offering wouldn’t you? 


Despite only having had short notice to knock one up. 


But that is the thing you see? They think that everybody is thick as fuck these days and as such they 
can get away with knocking out such poor quality shite. 


Course, having said that the vast majority of people are indeed thick as fuck... But not all. 


Mind you, the silly sausages way of thinking certainly makes my job a lot easier. 


Now, there are a couple of other things that have also materialised since I wrote the article Mugged 
Off . 


Firstly, a photographer kindly went over to St Annes Church and took some photos for me. 


These photos backed up what I said in ‘Mugged Off* i.e. the background in the photo of the 
‘couple’ standing at the church door is all wrong. 


To take this photo, the photographer had to be stood inside the church. 


Therefore, given mind to where the ‘couple are stood, the background is obviously too far over to 
the left of the photo. 


However, I am not going to repost the photos that I offer up as proof in ‘Mugged Off’ as there are 
far too many of them. 


Never the less, if you want to have a butchers at them the link to the article is at the beginning of 
this one. 


Instead, I am going to demonstrate how these new photos back up my claims and also show you the 
ones that add to the many other anomalies that I have already documented. 
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The photo in question, taken at the church door, meaning that the photographer 
must have been quite a way back inside the church to get the couples whole bodies in 
the shot. You also have to question why that ramp is there. It looks wooden an 
appears to be sat on top of the ramp. which is already in place. This wooden structure 
would be slippy when wet and easy for a child or OAP to trip over. 


The path leading up to the church. You can see that the arch is offset, which makes 
the top photo even more wrong. Check out where the arch is in the top photo for 
clarification. The path however is straight and central to the door as is the ramp. 
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A crude mock up to give you a better understanding. Mind you, this will probably be 
the same quality as the men in g-strings next offering 
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A view from the photographers perspective albeit well forward of where he/she would 
have been stood. Check the background on this one in comparisson to the top photo and 
you will see that the top photos background is as | stated in ‘mugged off’ too far to the left 
as you look at the photos. Okay, lets have a look what happens when | overlay the top 
photo on this one. After | have shown you the ramp of course. 


Pe ane : ie 
Y . t . 


Ps ne — po’ 
erp t oes 
Salat aa ’ ome : 


It doesn't look like it was laid recently to me, but of course, that is by the by. 


At 50 % transparency 
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At 25 % - look at where the edge of the ramp is in relation to the path. 
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0 %. The silly bastards photoshopped the background in wrong 
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As for the car shots you have to wonder why they were not taken on the other side of the 
road so as to get the church in rather than the old school building across the road. No 
wonder Robert Sarjeant looks pissed off. | will also assume that the tax dise says 07 rather 
than 97. 


After all, it would be extremely dangerous for other traffic with that bend there. | mean, 
fuck me that is a head on collision waiting to happen 
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The car is tax exempt, it doesn't need to have a tax disc, other than to convince people 
that the photos were taken in errrr 2007... Just sayin’. 


I think that it is quite clear that the wedding photos are fake. 
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Never the less, perhaps someone from the rigby clan would like to release some more that actually 
show guests and such like. 


After all, there is always the photo with the parents followed by the ones with the guests. 


And since I now have the rigby’s full attention, they now have a perfect opportunity to prove me 
wrong. 


But until they do, I will continue to maintain that the marriage never took place, the photos are 
faked and the bridegroom is two different fellas — one of whom is Robert Sarjeant. 


Just sayin’. 


~~ . d at ™~ 
Unless it is just the way that the faces have been played with, although 
fuck knows why anyone would manipulate the facial features ofa 


bridegroom in his wedding photos... Either way, if the fella is anyone, it is 
Sara MiccClures fella Robert Sarjeant... 


This is Robert Sarioank.. He made his facebook a couple of days after 
Rigby died... He isn't pretending to be Rigby in the ist, he is in the second 
Supposedly at a fancy dress ball, new years eve 2012. That is Jasmine 
Hodges with him. Jasmine is Aimee Wests friend. Do you think that 
Jasmine thinks that she is stood next to Lee Rigby? Course she doesn't. 
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A lee rigby with Jasmine Hodges, note Jasmine isn't standing up straight. 
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The wedding of murdered Woolwich soldier Lee James Rigby to Rebecca Metcalfe in October 2007 in Southowram Halifax, 
West Workshire 
According to the Telegraph the wedding took place in October... This rigby 
is not Robert Sarjeant 
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He could be this Rigby though and since Aimee was never am RMP then this 
rigby isn't a dead rigby if you think about it logically. 
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If that green scarf thingy is part of a vicars robe type thingy (you can see Il knowa 
lot about this religion shit cant you) then the bird behind rigby must need a wide 
load sign on her arse. But dont you think that birds arm holding the black book 
looks a bit suspect? Could it be that she has her hands clasping each other like 
the bird to the left of Becci? If that arm holding the book belonged to a vicar like 
fella then the green scarf would be right, wouldnt it. Could it be a vicar like fella 


has been removed? Just thinkin’. 


Guy Jamieson: Calls himself a man of god... Dog give me strength. 


By Needlz - Woolwich/Lee Rigby, Written by me 
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